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HOUSXMG ISM INDIA s AN ANAL-YTICA1_ 
APPROACf I TO QUALITY OP LIVING 

Dr- S S A Jafri 

1= INTRODUCTION 

In India the rapid rate of population growth with 30 per 
cent population living below poverty line side-tracks the 
planners to seriously undertake within the given budget the 
nesit most important requirement of humanityr i.e., housing. 
The result is that India has worst condition of housing among 
the third-world countries. The size of the household varies 
from one state to another and accordingly the size of 
dwelling is required. The average size of household in rural 
India is 5.5S whereas in urban it is 5.34 (Total = 5.52). 

The average size of household of Haryana is 6.30 which is 
highest when the lowest average is in Chandigarh, i.e. 4.38- 

In India as a whole only 30.96 per cent rural and 73. 19 
per cent urban households occupy pucca houses. According to 
the definition of ’Census of India (1991)’ a pucca house is 
one of which the predominant material of wall and roof are as 
given. ; below: . s- , \ 

Hal 1 ! Burnt bricks, GI sheets, or other metal sheets', stone. 
Cement, concrete, etc. 

Roof i Tiles, slate , cor raqated iron ,-:"'zinc'::lQ:rretheC:=:':me^^ 

asbestos cement sheet, bricks, limestone, RRC/RCC, etc. 

1. Census of India, 1991, Houses and Household Amenities , 



Housing is important for development in both economic 

2 

and welfare terms. After food, housing is typically the 
laroest- item of household eKpsnditure for poor familiesr and 
that they are willing to go to great lengths to obtain 
housing at locations with access to employment, even if this 
means incurring the risks of illegal ’squatting."^ In 
Calcutta, an estimated 6 lakh peoples sleep on the pavements 
and in Bombay about one lakh do so. Although street sleeping 
permits no family life, no privacy, no relief from heat, no 
escape from cold or rain and no disposal of waste. Due to 
absence of life it is estimated that in Calcutta and 

Bombay about i00,000 prostitutes are operating in each of the 
city with rapid rise in HIV/AIDS cases. In India due to an 
explosive increase in population, low income levels, low rate 
of addition to the housing stock, inadequate maintenance of 
the existing housing stock, etc. the housing problem has been 
assuming more and more alarming proportions. 


Bar-diagram shows that the rural and urban housing 
condition is quite correlated with monthly per capita 
expenditure class. For example the households coming under 
highest the mohthly^^p capita expenditure class of Rs.385 
and above have no katcha dwellings and only less than 10 per 


World Bank, 1975, Housing s Sector Policy Faper , Washin- 
World Bank, 1975, Housing i Sector Policy Paper , Washin- 

^g ton , ; p-:2: ; - 

Charles Abrams, 1966, Housing in the ilodern World , 

London;,, p^-^l-'- ; ; 



ca, both in rural and urban areas 


with least monthly per capita 


urban areas- Similarly the per capita covered area in i 
highest among the highest monthly per capita expenditu 


least monthly per 


many 


living in squatters 


onsidered to live in slums 


town population growth in excess o-f 20 per cent a year 
doubling of slum and shanty town population within th 
four to six years is now in prospect.^ Low GMP and 


there would 


slums 


of Local Authorities, 
on. The Hague ’ lULA, p 


Sector Morkin 


4 


Tabls 1 = of H .'use hol.ls Un^h1p:t° flffrd .thg. 

rh»angst Dwellinq[S Available 


Percentage 



ss 0 

Ahmedabad 

63.0 

Madras 

55.0 

Mexico City 

35.0 ^ 

Hong Kong 

68. 0 

Nairobi 

47.0 

Bagota 



Source s yorld Bank, 1975, Housing , 
yashington, p-14- 


Sector Pnliry Paper, 


* i? -fha PlAnnino Comffti i ^ 

to the estimates of the Fianninj 
Accoraing to i-oe = ^ 

t Ol* the papulation in India was below t^^^^ 

about 37 per cent of tue popui 

1 - in 19 S 5 A larqe percentage of the population 

Doverty line in 19453 . h ^ u 

■ line als. .annot afford to ac.uir. housea 

abovo the povorty line ais 

K -iv have any eionifioant saving because of row 

as they can haraiy nave any . ^ ^ ^ maintaining 

income (Table 1 ). Local authorities in, nibit 

.iob standards which raise the cost of housing and ro^x ^ 

•,l,_belp construction by low income famiH . ^ ^ 

,T hie E) Thus illegal housing and sguaccer 

^ fflostlY a 'failure v(Table ;e,i e.:, thus. ,,, . ^ 

^ .::_t^^aourcav^ 

colonies became the predominant source ^ ^ 

tended to concentrai-e or. 

^''^^^litie-sw'- ”- Un^i::t::^':::the':,i^ 97 Qs:r. govern 

- - „ of heavily subsidised housing, but la 

tbe \' " \prOV::ia iQn:v' - 0 i -;:hea 7 .i r : ::V 



Country 

City 

Year 

Annual Growth 
Rate 

Slum & 
squatt- 
ers pQp« 
as 7m of 
city 
popuia- 
. tion 

City Pop- 
as % of 
Total urban 
Population 
of the 
country 




City 

Pop. 

S 1 um £ 
Squatter ' s 
Population 

India 

Bosibay 

1971 

3.6 

17.4 

■45 

5 


Calcutta 

1971 

2.5 

9.1 

67 

7 

Indonesia 

Jakarta 

1972 

4.2 

4.6 

26 

^20 

Korea Rep. 

Seol 

1969 

6.7 

56.6 

29 

' 39 ■ ,;■ 

Pakistan 

Karachi 

1971 

5.6 

10.0 

23 

23^ 

Turkey 

Ankara 

1970 

5.0 

9.5 

60 

9 


Source s U.N. Compersdium of Social Statistics, 

the high building standards and zoning regulations were laid 
down in order to improve quality. In this process locai 
authorities demolished slums and squatters which in no time 
occupied other localities in absence of any spurc 
Charles Abrahams, the authority on 

that all prevailing ideas of wholesale slum clearance and 
building of costly housing must be abandoned. Authorities 

iiluidf^ 

I|ci':-i':builtf^^^ own:;:'hQuses::as;:vpe;r;Vthei:r^:^^.^ 

'V'bygiitli^iyiew::? f oyi'::futiire;::;pI^hnt^ 


Table 2 ‘ Population in Slums and Squatter and 


Annual Growth Rate 
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Table 3 • Hotisina Situation in Few Countries 


Country 

Year 

Average 
size of 
persons 
pier HH 

Owner 

occu- 

pied 

Average 
No a of 

rooms 
per. ho- 
using 
y n i t 

Average 
No. of 
persons 
per 
room 

Urban Areas % 
of Houses with 

Piped Flush Elec- 
water toi— trie 

let light: 

India 

1971* 

5.6 

64.6 

2.0 

2.8 

- 




1963** 

3 « 6 

83.0 

2.2 

2.7 

21.0 

9.0 

26.0 ; 

Bangladesh 

1973* 

5.9 

92.4 

2.0 

2«9 


— 

■■V,' 


1983** 

6.1 

91 .0 

- 

~ ' 

' — 



Egypt 

1976* 

5.S 

- 

. - 

1.6 





1963** 

5.1 

- 

■ ,3.5 

1 . 4' 

'^0 « 0 

33.0 

65.0, ■ 

Japan 

1978* 

3.5 

57.8 

- 

- 


■■ , 

— 


1963** 

3.4 

63.0 

4.2 

0.6 

95.0 

46.0 

99 - 0 : : 

Israel 

1976* 

3 a 7 

70.6 

2.9 

1.2 





1983** 

3.9 

72.0 

2.6 

1.3 

99.0 

96.0 

'■99:- 0-'^ 

Australia 

1976* 

3.1 

66.7 

5.4 

0.6 





1963** 

3.0 

74.0 

4.9 

, 0.5’ 

99.0 

96.0 

;99.0:,::-: 

Canada 

1976* 

: 3.2. ' 

61.6 

V, : : 5.4 

0.6 


— 



1983** 

' -2. . 4 • 

64.0 

5.6 

o.:5' 

:'99.0;’"^; 

99.0 

99.0 


: * UN Statistical Year Book. 1976, 1977 and 197S. 

** International Marketing Data and Statistics, 19S7-SS 
1Sth Edition, Euromonitor Publications Ltd., 1 .e. . 


Source 



2. OWNERSHIP OF RESIDENTIAL HOUSES 

The above table shows that the ownership in advanced 
countries is isuch less like in Japan 57.8 per cent, Canada 
61.8 per cent and Australia 66.7 per cent, whereas in 
Bangladesh and India it is 9S.4 and 88. E per cent 

respectively which is too high. It indicates that in 

advanced countries housing is considered as an industry, 
whereas in developing countries it is still an individual s 
responsibility. In India also if housing is also declared as 
an industry, it may solve the housing problem upto a major 
extent, where people may go for a lease in the competitive 
market. In some of the states and Union Territories the 
proportion of ownership is much less in comparison to 

national average, are Chandigarh 46.0 per cent, Andaman and 
Nicobars 59.E per cent, Delhi 66.1 per cent and AruRacha 
Pradesh 67.3 per cent. Here Chandigarh and Delhi are 
predominantly urban, therefore, upto certain extent 

indust r ial isat ion aspect of housing prevails like the overaxi 
si tuation of urban India, i . e . 65.6 per cent ownership-^^^^^^^ % 

Andaman and Nicobars and Arunachal Pradesh, SI tuatipn i?* 

different, as they are the sensitive areas and government has 
provided the housing facility to its employees upto a large 
:::;e>^tent.:^^' Inv'the,: 'states'^ and ;.Urii;oA' ^ 

urban/;hduse: owner ship;; dS:-i::5ign:ificant:l^^^^ 

Pradesh 22.9, Sikkim 23.1, Mizoram 37.4, Andaman and Nicobars 
|i3ii;'li;;;'tfe®hal^iifA1-;.:9iiC:h:and|.g||r:|^;^^^^ 



U = Urban 


Union Territories are important areas for Central or State 
Govemments y either ciue to security reasons or some other 
reasons, therefore, their employees are provided the 
government accommodations. 

3. CONDITIQM OF RESIDENCE 

3.1 Households by Flood Risk of Building 

Table 4 shows that in India due to improper drainage 
system and torrential rains about 18.5 per cent rural and 

13.1 per cent urban households suffer by flood risk of their 
buildings. In such condition buildings need expensive 
repairing and their longivity is reduced. States/Unich 
Territories where more than one— fifth households suffer with 
flood risk of their buildings are Assam 49-0 R and 25. SU per 
cent, Bihar 37.1 R, Hanipur 27. S R, 31.3 U, Punjab 29-3 R, 
22.3 U, Uttar Pradesh 23.8 R and Nest Bengal 34.7 R, 20.3 U 
per cent. There s no State/Union T rritories where more or 
less houses are not affected by flood. 


3.2 Households by No Approach Road ■ 

In India there are households without any approach road 
to their buildings. According to Table 4, in rural areas 
such households are 37.5 per cent, whereas in urban areas 
they are 17.7 per cent. There are States/Union Territories 
where more than half of the households are deprived without 
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Table 4 ' Households by Flood Risk 
Hith No Approach Road 


of Building and 


Stats/Union Territories 


ar centag 

8 " Dis— 

Percentage 

Bist r 

ri but ion 

of HH 

but ion of 

HH by 1 

fV Flood 

Risk 

Approach 

O Ca Tui 

\f Building 

Building 


R 

U 

R 

u 

16.3 

13.8 

29.1 

16 . 6 

49 a 0 

25.8 

34.5 

17.0 

37.1 

15.0 

46.7 

25.9 

10.4 

8.5 

37.8 

12.7 

6 » 9 

15-8 

3.7 

1 .7 

10.0 

4.5 

71.6 

22 -7 

16.8 

11.4 

57.5 

17.4 

6 » ts 

9.5 

31.1 

21.2.. 

s.s 

11.5 

49.8 

2S * 6 

5.0 

6.7 

48.2 

■' 17v1. 

6.5 

12.3 

32.6 

24.4 

27 a S 

31.1 

40.7 

. S6 a 0 

3.1 

4.8 

63.9 

21.4 

— 

3.9 

- ■ 

47.1 

18.1 

12.5 

17.7 

21.8 

29.3 

ES»3 

16.8: 

10 . 7 ' 

* S . 

7.0 

12.1 

11.2 

0.7 ■ 

' ■»-. 

76.1 

37.6 

11.4 

14-5 

26.7 

' 16.9 , 

6.8 

19-1 

45,1 

18.4 

23.8 

12.3 

■ 42.3 . 

15.9 

34 .7 

20.3 

36.0 

16.4 

9.3 

■5-2 

30-3. 

20.0 

6.7 

13-8 

53.9 

17.3 

5.7 

— 

22:.;0' ; 

2 . 73 ,: 

3 0,9 3 : 

3:, — ■ , 

65.7 '■ 33 , 

28.4 


14-7 

' 3.6 V'"' 

33-‘-6*B 



0.7 

60.2 

' 44.7 ■ 

15.7 

11.4 

56.6 3; 3 

57.7 

1.7 

1.1 

3^ 3 , 53^.5 ', 

36.8 

16.3 

11.5 

3- -El.# , 

21.6 

9.9^ 3 - ", 

9.6 

■ 3;;:;.39.73 33> ; 

8.4 

18.5^::-. .3 

13. 1; 3' , 

37.5:::3', 3 ^^^ 



t o 


Andhra Pradesh 

Assam 

Bihar 

Gujarat 

Haryana 

Himachal Pradesh 
Jammu & Kashmir 
Karnataka 
Kerala 

Madhya Pradesh 

Maharashtra 

Manipur 

Meghalaya 

Nagaland 

Orissa 

Punjab 

Rajasthan 

Sikkim 

Tamil Nadu 

Tri pura 

Uttar Pradesh 

Nest Bengal 

Andaman S Nicobar 

Arunachal Pradesh 

Chandigarh: . 

Dadar S Naga r Havel i 

Delhi 

Goa 

Lakshadweep 
Miaoram . , 
Pondicherry 
Daman Diu ' • 


:vAll;--''Ihdia' 


Source 


Saryekshnay 5Snd Issue, Vol.XVI, No. T 
faer, 1992, NSS - 43rd Round (Surveyed 

3d:ahe‘vi98ST:i':'^^^ 3,;: : 3r:v^, 3 33:-.''-'’: • 


July-Septem- 
in July 198? * 
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an approach road. They are Sikkim 76.1 R, 37.6 U per cent., 
Dadar and Nagar Haveli 65.7 ES.4 U, Meghalaya 63.9 R. £1.4 
U, Goa 60. £ 44.7 Jammu and Kashmir 57.5 R, 17.4 

Lakshadweep 56.6 R, 57.7 U, Arunachal Pradesh 53.9 17.3 U, 

and Mizoram 53.5 36.3 U per cent. 

3.3 Livings in Slum/Bustee Areas 

According to NSS Table 3 in India about 6.3 per cent 
households of rural and 14.7 per cent of urban live in slum/ 
bustee areas and out of which 47.0 and £.60 per cent live in 
katcha structures in rural and urban areas respectively . 

In rural India there are States/UTs where more than one- 
tenth households live in slum/bustee areas, i.e.Arunachal 
Pradesh 48.6 per cent, Pondicherry £8.9, Assam 15.0, 
Maharashtra 1£.5, Manipur 10.6 and Mizoram 10. £. There are 
several States/UTs where slum/bustee dwellers in urban areas 
are quite high, the important one are Pondicherry £9.£ per 
cent , Maharashtra £5.4, Orissa 19, 1 , Andhra Pradesh 1S.£, 
yest Bengal 17.6, Karnataka 16.9, Chandigarh 16.5 and Bihar 
15.7. Delhi being the capita of the country, it is estimated 
that not less than one— fifth of its population lives in 
slum/bastee areas. There are several reasons of slums/ 
faustees, i.e. (i) rampant poverty? Cii) wrong housing 
policies/planning and no innovation for housing materials in 
alTdyi^all; .plai:nsT;::l ii i);-::UhPohtrd lled^ ffl:ip‘rat'i;on::dn:: Durban ;’:/pped^^ 
due to external poverty. 


Table 5 - Households Living in Slum/Bustee Areas and 
Their- P roportion Living in Katcha Structures 


RURAL 


State /Uni on 
Territories 


URBAN 


Percentage Percentag 
oT HH Liv— of SIuiTi/ 
ing in Bustee Dw 

SI ufii/Bustee el lers 1 i 
Areas ving in 

katcha st; 
ructures 


Percentage Percentage Percentaqi 
of SIuiTi/ of HH Liv- of Slum/ 
Bustee Dw- ing in Bustee Bm- 

silers li— Slum/Bustee ellers li- 
ving in Areas ving in 

katcha St- katcha st- 

ructures • 


Andhra Pradesh 

6.7 

65.1 

' 18-2 8 

8 ,■ 8:48.: 08 

Assam 

15.0 

. 73.0 " 

12.0 

. 66. 6 

Bihar ' 

6.8 

53.3".: 

. :15.7' 

36.6 

Gujarat 

4,7 

15.1 

-10.9 

. ■ ' ' 15:. 9 

Haryana 

2.0 

’15.3 

4.9 ' 

19.2 

Himachal Pradesh 

5.4 

5-9 

4.3 

8 .: i3.:7: 

Jammu & Kashmir 

2-2. 

.-12.2 

2.6 

.8 .■ .'8|..6'.: : 

Karnataka 

7.4 

41. 1 

16-9 

■ 26.6 

Kerala 

1.7 

28.2 

. :4.3 

.' ■2G,'.-l: 

Madhya Pradesh 

s.r ' 

22.3, 

■ 18.1 ' 

: 20.5 

Maharasht ra 

12-5 

26,7 

■25.4 '■ ■', 

: ■: '■ :14'..0 

Manipur 

10.6 

. ,32.4 

'3.1 : ■ 

.80 «S 

Meghalaya 

5.0 

58.1, 

■ '' 5.0' '. 

8., 8 ■8': 42-. 4 

Nagaland 

- “ 

- , . 

■0,4 ' 

: — ■■ ', 

Orissa . 

6.4. 

79.5 

19.;1 "■■-■ 

' - ."49.9 

Punjab 


20.3 

■:'6.’,3' 

8 :S.8, 

Rajasthan 

5.4 

39.7 


16.8 

Si kkim 

7,6 ' 

9.6 

, ,0.6 .. 


Tamil Nadu 

■ 6.3 

. .62.4 

. 9.2 "" 

58.8 

Tripura ' 

S.9'8 

. ' SO . 0 ■ 

'■:,'“:S.3-i': : 

26-. 1. 

Uttar ' “P radesh ' ; 

3m7 

'50'.6 ■ ' '■ : 

■9.5 

26.3 

Nest '' Bengal 

“ ,4.0 

. ' : 7.i '.9 : ' , 

17.6 

13.6 

'Andaman ■,& 'Ni:Gobar : 

8i .O: .8 ; 


A/i:'::i::'-3.7 

888- 8 '^88:i9.48::8:' 

Arunachal Pradesh 

48.6 

::::v::96:iO'8:i^'888 


71.7 

Chandi garh 

N.A. 

"/^'■N.A.- ■: 

88888 8: Ni A.8 

8'' : . 8;.:8:8N:. *. 8 8 8; 

Dadar S Nagar Haveli 

-5w2';'8: : 

:'-'23.4.8':7:::: 

8,: 8' 8814,82.888 -'8":8 

8: v-^':88'^': :8— 

Be^lhii:; :; :88;;8 

::N:.a:w8:;:; 

;8;''-8n,a,:'; : 

88 88:: :8:-8:88N^.A'i88 888'8::8:' 8“ 

^ 8' 88 8::'N'^Ai8::8 

'■Goa 'i ' 

'8.-'8—'8'' 


■:/ ' 8:8:::771: ::''^8;,,-8 

8::: 888 ’::8:8::2S838818::: 

kakshadweep 



:8 8 8? 8 8 r:81, '4:888:88 : 8r8:::: 

::::::8'- 888888''8:':d88;:::: 

Mi2dram^;:>:;';:':\ v 

^:;:: 10 :. 28 ::;::.;; 


8:8'8:882,:8:8888::'::'8:::8: 

':8 ' '' =::88 88 88^8:: .,8 

Pondidherry;'';’:' ;8 

;;-2S>:9: /::■“:?■ 

8::::;i73i i:;;8.“:::8:::'8: 


! 88888 ' 8 S: 8 S 8 | 8:188 


:;All'iiEhdia:: 


47.0 


14.7 


E6.0 





: ■■ "iS 

houses, i.e. Pondicherry 57. -IE. Orissa 55.93. Andhra Pradesh 
54.30. Arunachal Pradesh 5S.7S. Assam 44.76. Nagaland 3S. 85. 

Tripura £;4.S1, Hanipur SO. 94 and Andaman and Ni cobars IS. 17 

pe r , cent- . 

4. SIZE OF ACCOMMODATION 
4.1 Covered Area 

We can get the idea of size of accommodation by NSS 
based Table 6. i.e.. per capita covered area in sguare 
metres. In India average per capita covered area in rural 
and urban areas are 34.8 and 9.4 m^ respectively. The 
highest average per capita covered area available in kutcha 
houses is 39. Em than in semi-pucca 33.9 and pucca houses 
26-3 in rural areas. Contrary to it. in urban areas the 
average per capita size of covered area is comparatively more 
in pucca house 1Q.9 than in semi— ..iicca 7.6 and kutcha 6.8 
houses. This indicates that Che households living in semi— 

kutcha and kutcha houses are comp»aratively poor, their family 
size is bigger and here rural immigrants as job seekers also 
get shelter' (also ■ ref er to' ba'r \ diagram:) . ; / 

' in ■ .rural,' India the ;:largest: per: 'Capita:, i.'e:. ::15^:'m^ •.::'an^ 
above, covered area of kutcha houses are in Arunachal Pradesh 
,'7^i:0;';:.;:'m^'. ::Ki zo ram : 4Q 1'" m— y:':':G:ujarat^ ;3S .3 m'":.,; ':M 
'l)t:taf:':r;;pradesh'v:17.3; \m^':' and:V'Maiffi :P'radesh:::15.5::'^m'§.:A::,:::;I'pff 
:af::ea'5:§i';:p&:rv::;i'bapi:'ta;r;:r:;cpy^^ V^bf.: i^-kutch 'hbusd^^ 


Table 6' 


Per Capita Co%^ered Area CM— ) 
'Striicture in Rural/yrhan. 


l y Type., n f 
y o/f ' l^ndia' 


j.L-ai. e/unian 
‘^rr iter ies 


Myt cha 


Cf-emi—rucca 


Andhra Pradesh 

13.9 

6.1 

56.5 

9,6 

39.3 

10,9 

32.7 

. , ■ C3 ■■■ '5=: 

Hssairi ' 

. 1'3«6 

18 » 7 

15.6 

13.5 : 

' 26 . 5 

16.5 . 

14.6 

16.5 

Bi oar ' 

12.1 

7.7 

17.5 

S.S : 

23.8 

15,4 ■ 

15.0; 

12.0 

Gsjjarat 

.3g m 3 

' 5«9- 

41.3 

8.2 

41.2 

10.2 

■■-jSCS'aO 


Mary^Ma. 

6 « 4 

3.2 

10.8 

5,5 

14.6 

13.4 

12, a 5 

11.0 

Himachal Pradesh 

10.1 

5.5 

13.3 

22.7 

11.0 

:11.3 

;':12.1: 

",,t,l2':*"9 

Jammu & Kashinir 

S.9 

9 » S 

8,8 

8.0 

' 1 S » E ■ 

9';. '4' y 

:io.9 :■ 

:':7:.o:^ 

a m a "If a l< a ' 

8 « 8 

,.5.7 

■ 10_«5 

' '6 . 7 

'i 2*8 

.,1'0'a 0 .■ 

/MO. 4: : 

','";:'""./G »:,'0', 

Kerala 

6.1 

7.2 

■■ ; S.*9' 

9.4 

14.2 

17.0 

'10.4 

::i3."6: 

Madhya F rade s h 

15.5 

S«3 ' 

18.7 

' 9.6 

53.2 

14.2 

21 .0 

11 . 9 ^ 

' Maharasht ra ■ t 

, . 8 » 5 

5.6^ 

Cl m ^ 

; ■ . 6.3 

12.7 

,t-' ,9,*5^y 

8.5 : 

; 7.5 

.rlaoipiir : 

29.5 

10, 1 

10.6 

- 7.1 

'"6«4 

: : :7.2 

23. '1; 

' ■ 7.4 

Meghalaya 

3 « 6 

6.5 . 

5.4 

8.3 

: ■:5.7 

S » 2 ■■■ 

t,;7„'S','': 

.'/ '"'","7" " '^'O ' 

Nagaland ' 

N.A.': 

11.0 : 

N.A. 

9.0 ■ 

N.A. 

: 7 . 1 : 


' 9 :^: 4 , ''' 

Orissa'- 

■ .,6 a 6 

6.3 

tt T'^S' 

'-■■/ .6 

: ■ 9.9 

: i0a6 

'7' « ,Ot ^ 

,'8.3 

Punjab,' 

5.0 


::-7.1 ' 

:':7,7: 

13.7 

10.8 

'“1 0,»''4' " 

::'i:o.O'. 

Rcijasthari-',"t'' 

, S » E ■ 

5.2 

:;;12.'9' 

8.7 

11.0 

■ys.^4. ■ 

10 . 1 

':/-S:.1 : 

Sikk ast? 

. 9,'7,. 

'',.2.4: 

■ :.7.7'' 

3.4 

-4.4: 

::;3.9:;: 

; '5. 7 :-:: 

: 3„. 6' : 

Tairdi Nadu ' 

4.6 

3.S 

6,2 ' 

' 5.4'; 

" .n ■ 'P 

, -r* "■ .M ' ;'■ 


:7,2 

T ripura;- 

.5.9 

6,2; . 

6.9 

7.9v 

12.9 

10.7 

6.0 

^ -7, 0 

Ut-t-ar' 'Pradesh: 

17.3 

. 6 . S 

13.3 

'7.6 

13.0 

10.0 

:i:5,Q. : 

£.9 : 

yes't.' Bengal' 

•W" 

11.0 


7.2 

/'"■&. 

10.2, 

' ' ; -S; : ' 

' 9'. 6: 

Anda.^§an £ Ni co 

. 8 » H 

-5.9' 

' ::6. 1'. 

' ; S . 0 

''l5.4^ 

3,9 

■ 7.8 t 

'8.3 ; 

Arunachal Pd» :‘ :t' 

T'0 . 0 

21,5 ; 

21.5 

20 . V 

46.4 

32 wS' 

'53,9; 

:25.;1::: 

'^C'halldiga^h■^' 

.■:4.9' 

£' ' 


::7. i y 

. 20. 6 

7.1/:: 

'',12.7;::/ 

: 9 .:'G ■■ 

Dadar , S-Nagar ... H ■«'■." 

5.1 

N a H. » 

4.6 

iM » A » 

12.7 

M.A.::' 

5.6 : : 

/N.h,: ■ 

■0'el-h-i'',ty;y,^-:;.,''::: 


•t 4 . Q::--: 

::-'16:.2;'' 

'■ -S . 8 .; 

M3, 4 ; 

12.1 

13.9 

11.8 

.Goa? Daman £ Bin 

■ '7.2 

.:::ty8i..4:yy" 

:.44:,5.::' 

I'0,'9,i 

■M3:,3.:;: 

■ 16,5 • : 

13.4 

14.5 

Oakshcidifveep 

:' 7 ..7 : 

■' S'iTy - 

11^4 

15.8 

'12.1 

14.9 

,::1i ,5: ; 

14.9 

.Hi 20 ram 

4.0. 1. 


^:';:9,7:- 

t9.1 7 


/7 .:4 ■ : 

;24 ,8 • 

9.4 

P'Oii'di c'her'ryyt' 

;,3.4v 

■:.t,5is:y::- 


■.:7^4::. ' 

^';:'9.7’;’ 

14,1': ■: 

5.2 

9.5 

.^11 India 

59y.E ■■ 

•"6.:st^; 

-33i9;.' 

7 «,6 

:-'26-'to3''.-.. 

T'O '*''9/'"-'t 

34 * S 

■■/;;y:'9':|';4't.';:: 
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4.S RooiTi Occupancy 


III IP liny 01 


size of acco 0 i 0 fodat iop - About 40*5 per cent households live 


ip one room houses 


room Houses 


room 


Among the 


room 


Arunachai Pradesh 21. 5 Assam 1S.7 Hi^ and rest of the 

States/UTs have only between £.4 to 11.7 Per capita 

■large covered area ot senii—pucca houses are: in, Arsdhra, Pradesh 

56.5 m , Gujarat 41.3 Arunachal Pradesh 21. 5 Madhya 

Pradesh 18.7 Bihar 17.5 Delhi 16.2 and Assam 15.6 

E ■' ' . ' 

III » yhereas per capita coered area semi— pucca hO'Uses- in urban' 
areas are in Hinsachal Pradesh ES*7 01 ^ » Arunachal 'Pradesh' EC}«1 

m and Lakshadweep 15,8 which is maKiirium. Highest per 

capita covered area of pucca houses in rural areas are in 

Madhya Pradesh 53.2 Arunachal Pradesh 46.3 Gujarat 

41.2 y Andhra Pradesh 39.3 Assam 26.5 Bihar 23.8 

m j- Chandigarh 20.6 m ? Jammu and Kashmir 18.2 m^ and Andaman 

2 

and Nicobar 15.4 m , Nhereas in urban areas highest per 
capita coere'd areas of pucca houses are in Arunachal Pradesh 
32.8 Kerala 17.0 m^y Assam 16.5 m^ and Bihar 15.4 m^. 
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three room houses, 4.7 per cent SC, 3.9 per cent ST in four 
room houses. The ^oilowing Table 7 shows that the situation 
among the Scheduisd Castes and Scheduled Tribes is worst in 
urban areas whereas among Scheduled Tribes in rural areas. 


Table 7s Percentage oT Households OccuDving Rooms in India 


Population 

One fioora 

Two Rooms 

Three Rooms 

Four Raeiris 

Total 5 





Overall 

40.5 

,, 30 

13.8 

7.1 

Scheduled Castes 

48. 4 

30.9 

10.7 

4.7 

Scheduled Tribes 

50.8 

30.8 

10.4 

3.9 

Rural 5 





Overal 1 

40.8 

30.7 

13 .5 

, 6.9 

Scheduled Castes 

48.1 

31.0 

10.8 

4.7 

Scheduled Tribes 

51.3 

30.8 

10.3 

3.8 

Urban s 





■Overall 

39.6 

30.4 

14.8 

7.8 

Scheduled Castes 

59.8 

30.3 

10.4 

4.7 

Scheduled. Trihes' 

46.2 

31.8 

11.5 

4.7 


Source s Calculated from Table on Houses and Household Ameni- 
ties, Census of India, Series I, Part VII, 1991. 


The worst condition of rural living is observed in five 
states/UTs where one room occupying households are more than 
50 per cent, e.g. Tripura 67.7, Haharashtra 63.6, West Bengal 
57.2, Pondicherry 55,9 and Tamil Nadu 53.0 per cent. Their 
details are given in Table S. 

Among the well-off States/UTs which have less than 25 
per cent rural households living in one room tenament are 


Table S 



Pondi cherry 


Good Condition of Living 


Total 

Rural 

Orban 


Total 

Rural 

Urban 


Total 

Rural 

Urban 


and" IIquss h OlldVCAWfiW^^^ 


Source s Calculated from 
ties. Census of 


Tripura 



Total 

67.7 

22.2 

6.6 

2.0 


Rural 

68 . 6 

21.9 

6.3 

1.9 


Urban 

63.3 

23.9 

8.2 

2.7 

m ' 

Total 

63.6 

22.3 

6.7 

2.2 


Rural 

65.7 

20.8 

5.1 

1.5 


Urban 

60.1 

24.7 

9.0 

3.4 

s. 

Total 

57.2 

26 . 6 

8.2 

4.7 


Rural 

54.0 

25.5 

6.1 

1.9 


U r ban 

57.1 

22.3 

8.5 

4.0 

% 

« 

Total 

53.0 

29. S 

10.3 

4.2 


Rural 

57.9 

28.8 

8.2 

3. 1 


U r ban 

42.6 

31.9 

14.7 

6.5 


Percentage of Households Dccuovinq 
Rooms in States/Union Territories 


One Room Two Three 
Rooms Rooms 


Worst Condition of Living 


Four 

Rooms 


State / UT s 



coifiparatively .'higher 


one room 


PoTicii cherry 


iiaharasht- ra 69-6 R- and 66-6 , U 


7 U- and West Bengal 65-S R. per cent- Ainong 


one room 


Tamil Nadu.- 76-E R 


Qiiajarat 66-6' R- r Daman and .iJiU 

■ ■ .4: / ■ . ■ 

and Andhra Pradesh 65.3 R, per c 


nr am 


tively and majority 


in one 


li 
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RURAL 


URBAN 


9.33 140073 


70940 


on Houses and Household Ameni 
Series I, Part VII, 


think for the improvement of quality as yet as we 


houses in the country which needs priority. The shorta» 3 e of 
houses in rural areas is about 3.65 million or 3. 33 per cent. 


The above Table 9 shows the acute shortage of houses in 



Andhra Pradesh 


HOUSING RELATED FACILITIES 


drinking water within the premises 


shows 


their premises- ine 
drinking water facilities. 


Table 10 


P i 


Perceotacie et Households ^ith 
ya. t e r y i t h i n t h e i r Premises 


lir-i fikinq 


State /UTs 

Total 

State /UTs' 

^ tt %,jt m 

State /UTs 

■■ S.T. 

Hi ahest (Rural )60>S 


40 >% 


30>% 

Lakshadweep 

9S « 5 

Punjab 

69.4 

Lakshadweep ^ 

93 . 7 

Punjab 

78. 3 

Delhi 

55. 1 

Sikkim' 

56.3 

Delhi 

68.3 

Kerala 

47.0 

Kerala' 

46.4 

Kerala 

65. S 

Dadar S, 


Assam 

34. S 



Nagar Havel i 

47-0 

y.F. 

31.8 



Sikkim 

43. 1 

Goa 

30.8 

Lowest (Rural ) 

< 15% 


< 10% 


<10% 

Mizoram 

4.S 

Karnataka 

3. 1 

A « P « : 

3.5 

Tamil Madu 

9.7 

Hizoram 

4. 1 

Mizoram 

, 4.3 

Karnataka 

10.3 

Pondi cherry 

5.7 

Tamil Nadu 

4.3 

Rajasthan 

13.5 

A.P. 

6.5 

Rajasthan 

4.4 

M.P. 

13.3 

M.F. 

7.9 

Bihar . 

6.3 

A.P. 

14.0 

Rajasthan 

S.9 

.Karnataka' 

6.3 

Orissa 

14.4 

Orissa 

9.5 

■Orissa 

;' 6 .8 

Daman & Diu 

14.5 



West Bengal:'. 

: 7.5 





Daman Di:u . 

■•7.6: 





M.P. 

8.7 


Hicihest (Urban ) 

-sj 

o 

V 


50>% 


' 3Q>: 

Punjab 

90.5 

Punjab 

81.3 

Sikkim 

81 .9 

Chandigarh 

83.3 

Dadar & Nagar 


Lakshadweep 

■ 69.8 

Sikkim 

77 .E 

Havel i . ^ 

74. 1 

Uttar Pradesh 

,63.8 

Dadar & Nico- 


Assam 

63.5 

Assam • 

. 63. •6 

bar Island 

74.9 

Gujarat 

61.8 

Arunachal Pd. 

61 .6 

Delhi 

74 .8 

Chandigarh 

57.5 

Tr'i pura 

59.9' 

Andaman S Ni- 

74.3 

Sikkim 

54-0 

Himachal Pd. 

59.5 

cobar Island 


Uttar Pradesh 

53.1 

Nagaland 

54.7 



Meghalaya 

51.7 

Kerala 

:53:.7', 



Delhi 

50.7 



Lowest (Urban ) 

<60% 


<30% 


<30% 

Mizoram: ■' 

17.6; 

Daman 8 Diu 

14.1 

Daman 8 Diu 

14.7 

Oaman::: :6 ;®i:u' ^ 

33 - 6 

Tamil Nadu 

:^19.3^ 

Mizoram 

17.3 

ManapuK<:::/‘rV:<:; 

34.1 

Karnataka 

■ ^33:.,S 

^3r:i;ssa'' :^" . 

•"•'■30;*8' 

Kd'f nataMS- : 

47.4 

Manipur 

''33.:3:' 

Andhra Pd, 



47.4 

:3ri'ssa:;:<:-;:; 

'■:33:.5.': 

Madhya Pd. 

•:-.:35:i'Q^: 

:Ori'ssa';/v;H:>:;:S-^ ' 

47.:7 ; 

Madhya Pd. 

36.3 

Manipur 

;j;.;S6<3:: 

::Tami;| 

48.9 


■:37:*1:- 

Karnataka 

\ 37 : 





■;Goa ■ r '/•:^ 



^ce 


iiipijlli: 

Hill 
Ills 

S'Si'':-' 





urbai^ 


wnole, wnic 


Amors g 


than 


Nadu 


An dh ra P r ade s h , Oris sa an d Daman 


are Punjab 


Chandigarh 


down— t rodden r i-e 


Among tn 


than tow-thirds 


lot of time to 


found 


{jet-wesn 


Its answer is nat 


an i y 
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half an hour to five hours, 
in isismanagerRerst of water supply but also drying the water 
sources due to ineffective environmental policies. 

6.2 Toilet 



Sulabh Sauchalaya (commiinity iatrineJ are^ su 
launched in India fay NGO, mostly in 9 cities 


Toilet is one of the most important aspect of housing. 
In India only 26.7 per cent households avail toilet facility 
within their premises- In rural India the proportion is to^^ 
less, i.e. only 11.4 per cent, whereas in urban it is 66.1 
per cent. In fact in rural areas it is a part of tradition 
and culture that people prefer to defecate in their fields 
from hygienic and environmental point of view; But it 
becomes a great problem when people migrate to urban areas 
where space is limited and as per their habit they still 
contiriue defecating on road and railway sides and making the 
conditions like slums. Sulabh Sauchalaya {Community Latrine) 
is the answer, as they are quite suecessful whereyer they are 
mad# available to public. Table 11 shows the sharp 

contrast in various states/UTs. 


The states/UTs where more than 40 per cent . rural 
households use their toilets at home are Lakshadweep 81.7, 
Tripura 63.1, riizoram 60.7, Kerala 46.0 and Arunachal Pradesh 
5 4iysy ct::'.v: ■ ■;:’;aWd ngi '/■■dll. ^';:v't’he;^S#=;/js ’tat 

||iltd|d|:iiixii;|tb/:oLgh^::Chra5t:idp::i1i;S|fp^^ 
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Table 11 i 


Pg - £gentage of Households w ith Toil ^ 

Hitin Their Prpifiisas — — «»y . 



Calculated from Table on Houses and Household Anieni 
tiesr Census of Xndiar Series I, Part VII, 1991. 


State /UTs 

Total 

State/UTs 

S.C. 

State/UTs 

3.T. 

Highest (Rural )40>% 


30>% 


■ ■ ■30>% 

Lakshadweep 

81.7 

Tripura 

73.0 

Lakshadweep “ 

'SI.S 

Tripura 

63. 1 

Mizoram 

53 M 3 

Mizoram 

' '60.2 

Mizoram 

60.7 

Arunachal P. 

46.4 

Arunachal P. 

■'41;:. 2 

Kerala 

46 . 0 

Meghalaya 

32.4 

Tripura 


Arunachal P. 

41.9 

Manipur 

32.1 

Sikkim 

; :"3i;.:2 

Lowest (Rural ) 

< 5% 


< 2% 


< 2% 


K.P. 

Orissa 

Chandigarh 


3.7 Chandigarh 
4.0 H.P. 

4.7 Orissa 


1.S Goa 
1.9 Orissa 
1.9 Rajasthan 
M.P. 

Bihar 

A.P. 


0.5 

0.7 

0.9 

1.0 

1.0 

1.4 


Highest (Urban ) S0>% 


71.1 


Tripura 

Assam 

Meghalaya 

Mizoram 

Ghandigarh 


Lowest CUrban 1 <60% 


<30% 


<30% 


Daman & Diu 
Orissa 
Pondi cherry 

ft ';:J1adhya,;' Pd^. ■ : 
Andhra Pd. 
Tamil Nadu 
Bihar 


45.3 

51.1 
'52. i; 

54.3 
54.9 

56.4 

59.2 

59.4 


Orissa 21.3 
Pondicherry 24.3 
Madhya P rade s h 24 . S 
Haryana : -25.2, 
Daman & Diu 26.2 
Andhra Pd. 29,5 


'Goa 

Daman & Diu 
Dadar & Nagar- 
Haveli 

,,.:Oris,sa;::^^ 

Madhya Pd. 
Andhra Pd. 


96.5 
36. 3 
85.7 
82.9 
82.1 


Tripura 

Mizoram 

Assam 

Dadar 8 Nagar 

Haveli 

Meghalaya 


70 >% 


94.8 

84.9 

83.3 

82.4 


1.9 
11.1 
: 14:i:8 


92.7 

90.7 
78.6 
77.0 


Tripura 

Mizoram 

Meghalaya 

Sikkim 


I:;''';'; 



factor and among the SC and ST papulation, the impact is 
quite high. The lowest i.e. less than 5 per cent households 
using their toilets in rural areas are in Hadhya Pradesh 3.7, 
Orissa 4.0 and Chandigarh 4.7. States/UTs where less than 2 
per cent SC households use their toilets are Chandigarh t.S, 
Madhya Pradesh 1.9 and Orissa 1.9, whereas ST households are 
in Goa 0.5, Orissa 0.7, Rajasthan 0.9, Hadhya Pradesh 1.0, 

Bihar 1.0 and Andhra Pradesh 1.4. All the above states/UTs^^^^^^ ^ ^ ^ 
have least impact of Christian Hissionar ies (See Table 11). 


In the states/UTs where more than SO per cent 
households use their toilets are Tripura 96.5, Assam 86.3, ® 

Keghalaya 85.7, Mizoram 82.9 and Chandigarh 82.1. 

Scheduled Caste households of urban areas using their toi lets^^^^ ^ 
is maximum in Tripura 92.7, Mizoram 90.7, Assam 78.6, Dadar ^ ; 
and Nagar Havel i 77.0, Meghalaya 71.1. Also the highest^^ 

■: ' ' / ^ WMM\ 


prQpQrtion among Scheduled Tribes using their toilets in 
urban areas is in Tripura 94.8, Mizoram 84.9, Meghalaya 83.3 
and Sikkim' S2. 4 per' cent. ^ V V 

In the States/UTs where the least/ i-e. less than 60 per 
cent urban households using their toilets are Daman and lliu 
54.3, Orissa 51.1, Pondicherry 52.1, Goa 54.3, Madhya Trades h 
54.9, Andhra Pradesh 56.4, Tamil Nadu 59.2 and Bihar 59.4. 
Among the households of Scheduled Castes of urban areas using 
jt|i'ei rs/:V:t'p:tTm^;'iS'': '^: '■! s : Vi o wes t '; •i,n''''':Or i ssa 

Madhya Pradesh 24.8, Haryana 25.2, Daman and Diu 26.2 and 

;^^ih;||V:|iTrfieib^:E9/5^iperv:centvvv'::,;:Wh:eTe 


iiiiii 

• 


: 
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of Scheduled Tribes households using their toilets is in 

t.9V Da®^" 11. 1r Orissa 16.3, Hadhya Pradesh 21,6 and ^ 

Andhra Pradesh £6.4 per cent. 

A ?; Electricity 

Electricity is one of the most iinportant facility in the 
households and no house without electricity is now considered 
complete. Besides lighting, our day to day activities of the 
family depend upon electricity. Our country is bigger 
size as well as in population but the sources and production 
of electricity are limited and the result is that in India^^^ ^ 
only 45.7 per cent households are provided with electricity/^^^^^ ^^^^^^ 

In rural and urban areas the gap is too much as only 33. 1 per^^^ 
cent rural, households are with electricity, whereas in urbah^^^ 
areas the proportion is more than double, i.e. 7S.1 per 
There is an extreme regional variation throughout 
country, which ai_o correlates with the poverty and affluence^^^^^^^ 
reflecting the socio— economic and cultural status of 
society- Here it is worth to mention that it is not 

necessary that the households with electric connections are 
enjoying the continuous electric supply especially in small 
towns and villages- The shortage of electric generation is 
the main reason of scarcity and in fact it is the main hurdle 
;fph;:;;ffi:Tddda'*"s::£":;Uniform /' •Regional- ^-devel^o ^;HbWfeye:K|«a 

following table 12 depicts the unproportidnate distribution 

|'ii^t:erhgd:fK^:eiedtS®'i^l''y'^ 
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Table 1H= Percentam 


of Hnuseholds wit h Electr i cLV sf: 


3 tate/UT s 


Total State/UTs 


t4inhest (Rural) 60>7. 


Lakshadweep 
Dainan & Diu 
Himachal P • 

Gos , 

Punjab 

Chandiigarh 

Haryana 

Delhi 


98 . 8 

93.9 

87.5 
63.3 

79.7 

68. 9 

66.7 

64.6 


LowesT (Rural) <20S 


Bihar 

U.P. 

Assam 

West Bengal 
Heghalaya 


6 . 2 
12.6 
13.0 
18.4 
18.4 


Daman 8 Diu 
Himachal P- 
Dadar 8 Hagar 
Havel i 
Goa 

Punjab 

Gujarat 

Delhi 


Bihar 

y.p. 

Assam 

West Bengal 

Orissa 

Rajasthan 


S o Vr • 


60 >7. 

96.9 

82.7 


81.8 

74.9 

66.4 

61.2 


State/UTs 


Lakshadweep 
Daman 8 Diu 
Himachal F. 
Sikkim 
Nagaland 
Andaman 8 Nic 


60.6 


<207. 


Hiahest iU r ban ) 90 >7. 


Lakshadweep 
Him.Pradesh 
Daman 8 Diu 
Punjab 
Sikkim ^ 

Andaman 8 Ni 
Haryana 


99 .4 
96.7 

96.0 
:95.3 

, 93.2 

91.0 

;^90'.6 


Daman 8 Diu 
Badar 8 Nagar- 
Haveli 

Him. Pradesh 

Punjab 

Misoram 

Meghalaya 

Sikk im 


<70% 


60-6 Kerala 

64.6 Orissa 

65.0 Bihar 
Hssani „ T -.4 1 Madu 


Bihar 

Orissa 

Assam 


4-3 

7.1 

11.9 

13.0 

13.1 
16.7 

SO >7. 

98.9 

:; H .7 ■ 

94.6 

88.4 

85.2 
81.9 
81.8 

; <507.; 

'■.36*d:' 
■:..:^36i3 
■ :^^'43-i:: 

47 -3 

:^;:v'48.2' 


Goa 
Bihar 
Assam 
Orissa , 

Raj asthan 

West Bengal 


Sikkim 

Him. Pradesh 

Arun. Pradesh 

Tripura 

Mizoram 

Andaman 8 Nico. 

Meghalaya 

Manipur 


■Goa ' ; 

; Orissa- 

;Andhra;:Pradesh: 

Bihar 


Madhya Pradesh 


B.T. 


.50>%' 
98. :9 

€5.5 .0 

72.5 
' 66.5- 
50.7 
50-3 


< 10 % 


; 3,.0 : , 
6-0 ' 
r6.:i 

S C?'" 

ff iL. . 

8.6':-;- 

80 >7. 

96.0 ' 
'94 .6 ■ 
89.2 
87.0 
36-4 
84.2-^'- 
80.5 
80.1 

<50% 

4.0 

^•;''2S:<t;' 

40.9 

43.9 

47.8 


;;Sbirr:cp; 


;;0S|g 

ties. 







: 2S : ' : 

^ ^ ^ ^ Table 1S reveals that except the states of 

Punjab and Haryana none of the populous states come under the 
highest rural 60>% or urban 90>% categories rather they fall 
in the lowest rural <20% or urban <70% categories or in 
between. In India the general feature is that the proportion 
of households enjoying the electricity Cin terius of 
connection and supply) is according to the hierarchy of 
settlements. Therefore^ the households in metropolitan 
cities enjoy maximum than the other smaller towns or villages 
where proportion goes down to even nil. Scheduled Tribes are 
comparatively well off in all those States/UTs where they are 
dominant in number and they have their own government. In 
other states/UTs where they live as a minority^ they fall 
under the least rural and urban categories. Scheduled Castes 
who are generally dispersed through out the country than the, 
STsy are better off than STs. 

7. CONCLUSION 

India being ■.;:the ^seventh ;in,''area and 'second; . largest'; 
populated country of the world faces an acute shortage and 
worst condition of housing. About 18.5 per cent rural and 
13-1 per cent urban households suffer with flood risk of 
their buildings. In rural India about 37.5 per cent and 
urban India about 17.7 per cent households do not have any 
approach road to their buildings. About 6.3 per cent rural 
and 14.7 per cent urban households live in slum/bustee areas ^ 
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when these figures are far below than the truth. In rural 
areas average size-wise per capita kutcha, semi-pucca and 
pucca structures are 39.2, 33.9 and 26.3 square metres, 
whereas in urban areas it is only &.S, 7.6 and 10.9 square 
metres respectively. About 40.6 per cent rural households 
live in one room set in India, whereas 4S.14 per cent 

Scheduled Castes and 50. S per cent Scheduled Tribes 

households live in one room set. Only 7.1 per cent 

households live in four rooms set when only 4.7 per cent and 
3.9 per cent households of Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 
Tribes live in four rooms set respeGtively- yorst states are 
Tripura, Hest Bengal , Pondicherry and Tamil Nadu where more 
than 50 per cent rural households live in one room set. In 
rural India about 5,000,000 houses are urgently required for 
houseless households who are compel led to huddle with others. 
Only Uttar Pradesh requires 1,000,000 houses. The quality 
of living is yet to be the next priority that about 70 per 
cent rural and 30 per cent urban houses are either kutcha or 
semi'—puc ca, whereas a little less than half of the hunian 2 .ixy 
clogs in one room set. 

In India only 32.1 per cent households have tap water 
within their premises, which is 23.2 and 60.3 per cent in 
rural and urban areas respectively. Only 26.7 per cent 

houses have toilet facility within the premises, whereas in 
rural areas it is only 11.4 per cent and in urban 66.1 per 
cent. Only about 45.7 per cent of Indian households have 
electricity connections, with only 33.1 per cent in rurax 
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areas and 73. 1 per cent in urban areas. On an average only 
half of the time electricity is available for industrial or 
domestic purposesr which is due to short sighted planning 
ttiat also on paper only. 

Even after half a century of Independence and yet 
prevailing almost inhuman habitat situation the question is 
•can Indian society would ever be able to equate socially or 
economically with the other. advanced societies of the world?* 
Unless the entire outlook, policies and planning towards 
human habitat is not changed we can*t expect anything good in 
the existing system. Since geographical, social and econoKiic 
conditions of the country are unique, therefore, new 
innovations for viable housing material is inevitable. 
Housing has to be declared as industry and government’s role 
should be limited to only sight and services rather than 
allowing the development authorities to construct- spurious 
and costly houses mainly to meet their personal benefits. 



